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to reform the Covenant, but it might be possible to improve the
machinery ^ith which the League did its work.
Thus, in December as in March 1933, the League of Nations was
honoured by the lips of statesmen whose hearts were very far from
being moved to serve the League in deed and in truth by modifying
any of their national policies or renouncing any of their national
assets. If the institution at Geneva—the repository of the political
hopes of Mankind—had been a creature born to live on air, it would
have found itself richly nourished by the generous verbal tributes of
its self-designated champions; but some diet of a more substantial
kind than the legendary food of chamaeleons was needed to restore
the vitality of a political organism which was now being cold-
shouldered by the Italians after having been so roughly handled by
the Germans and the Japanese. It remained to be seen whether the
League would be allowed to die of inanition through the indifference
and neglect of an international society which could hardly suffer the
League to perish without itself committing suicide.
(iii) The Disarmament Conference, 1933
(a) inteodtjctoby
In the preceding volume of this series,1 the proceedings of the
World Disarmament Conference were recorded from its opening on
the 2nd February, 1932, down to the adjournment of the General
Commission of the Conference on the 14th December, 1932. On that
date the General Commission had taken note of the five-Power declara-
tion regarding Germany's equality of rights in matters relating t6
armaments which had been signed on the llth December2 and which
had put an end to a period of stalemate that had begun five months
earlier with the refusal of Germany to continue her participation in
the work of the Conference unless her claim to equality was accepted
by the other Powers.3 The recognition of this claim in principle in the
declaration of the 11th December made it possible for the German
delegation to return to the Disarmament Conference; but, though
the formula adopted served temporarily to bridge the guM between
France and Germany, the negotiators failed to lay the foundations
for a permanent solution of the principal political problem which had
hampered the work of the Conference during the preceding eleven
months—the problem of reconciling the German demand for equality
with the French insistence on 'security first'.
1 The Survey for 1932, Part III, section (ii).
a Op. tit., pp. 288-9.	s Op. tit., pp. 255-6,

